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ORDINANCE NO. 3533

AN ORDIBANCE OF THE COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDING, BTATE OF
CALIFORNIA, ADDING SURSBECTION 16.0225{(Rh} {8} TU CHAPTER 2
OF DIVISION 6 OF TITLE 1; &AND ADDING SUBSECTION
£11.0240{h) TO CHAPTER 2 OF DIVIGION 11 OF TITLE 8 OF THE
SaM BERNARDINC COUNTY CODE, REIATING TO RDAD FBES 70
ASSIST THE PINANCING ARD CONSTRUCTION OF ROAD3  AND
PROVIDING FOR THE OCOLLECTION OF BAID PEES IN THE
UNINCORPORATED TERRITORY INCLUDED WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES
OF THE SOUTH/EAST APPLE VALLEY LOCAL AREA TRANSPORTATION
FPACILITIES PLAN.
The Board of Supervisors of the County of San Bsrnar-

dine, Btate of California, ordains as follows:

KBOTION 1. The Board of Supervisors of the County of San
Bernardinoe finds that:

{1} A South/East Apple Valley Local Aves Transportation
Facilities Plan (herein “Plan®} haz been prepared in accordance
with the reguirements of law and is on file with the Clerk ¢f the
Board.

{2} The South/Bast Apple Valley community and surrcunding
areas will expervience growth which will increase the need fov
construction of the additional transportation facilities
identified in the Plan.

{3} This financing mechanism is necessary to achlieve an
sguitable wmethod of payment for the ceonstruction of the
transportation facilities reguired to accommndate new development
ardd to prevent potential failure of the existing road system.

{4} The Plan fee will be used to build and improve the
transportation facilities identified inm the Plan, The nsed for
the said transportation facilities is related to new development

because such new development will bring sdditional people and

vehicles inte the Plan area thus creating more vehicular traffic
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i which can be acoommodated safely only with the addition of the
sald transportation facilities. |
{5} The Plan fee will be lmposed on nevw residential and
- m@mméreiai developnent projects. These projects bring people and
{ vehicles into the Plan ares which will create a need for the
tran@pﬁrt&tian facilitaas adantifxed L \
’ {63-* There is a r@aﬁanabl@ r@l&ti@nﬁhip b@tW&en tha

anount of the fse and the cost of the transportation favilities

WO o« S & W BY e

attributable to the developments on which the fes iz inposed
104 bedsuse the fee has been calculated baé@ﬁ upon vehicular traffic
111 trips generated which impact the road system puraﬁant to a study
12| prepared by Basmsciyan Darnell, Inc. {BDI}). The estimated total
138 cont of th& trans§mrtatian facilities necessary to accommodate new
148 &ﬁv&iépm@nt in the Plan area has been divided by the esbtimated
15§ nunber of possible nev residentsz in the Plan srea. This mathéﬁ
18§ constitutes a reasonable distribution of the cost to provide the
17§ necessary road improvements among the developers which generate
18§ traffic and pause the nesd for the road improvements.

1% {7} Prior to implsmentation, an scoount will be established
201 for the fes specified herein, and the funds frowm that sccount will
211 have been appropriated for the transportation facilities
22 % identified in the Plan. A proposed construction schedule has baen
23§ prapared as a part of the Plan.

24 ‘ {8} & public hearing has been held with the notice of hearing
2% § having been given as reguired by law, and writtsn protests, not
26 § withdrawn, have not been filed by the owners of more than one~half
27 of the area of the property subjesct to the fes.

28 {92) Only unincorporated portions of the County are within the
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Pilan. In the event an incorporation of all or part of the Plan

‘ares ooours, appropriaste revisions or arrangsments shall be

identified pursuant to Government Code Section S6000 bt seq.

{10} Failure to mitigate growth lmpact on tr&nﬁgmrtatian

[ facilities within the Plan area and the subdivisions therein will

plac& residents 1m the Snuthjﬁaﬁt apple Vaiiay ar&a 1n a manﬁmtiam

p&rxlm@a o their h&altb aaf@ty and weifar@,

£33} The bridges arnd major thoroughfares to ke provided

t with fees oollected by the Plan are ldentified on and are

consistent with the ciraulati@nfalément of the County &éﬁﬁtﬁli

Plan, and the rallways, f{reeways, streams and canyons for which

bridge crossings are reguired, and the major thoroughfares whose

primary purpose is to carry through traffic and provide a network
connecting to the state highway system, are identified on the

general plan, and all of these identifications wers included in

the general plan at least 30 days prior to imposition of the

Bouth/Bast Apple Valley transportation fee.

{12} The major thoroughfares contained in the Plan are in
addition to, or & reconstruction of, existing mador thorsughfares

servimng the Plan area, and the bridges contained in the Plan are

coriginal bridges or additions to existing bridges serving the Plan

BEER .

BECTION 2. Subsection 16.0225(h}{8) iz added to Chapter 2 of

pivision 6 of Title 1 of the Ban Bernardine County Code, te read:

15,0228 Fransportation

{h) Local Area Transportation Facilities Plan Poes
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“36, Township § North, Range 3 West; Sections 1, 2, 1l through

 West; Bections 1 through 12, ?a@nahxp 3 North, Range 3 West, &1l

{8} South/East Apple Vallay Local Arvea Transportation

Facilities Plan Faoes

{3} Single Pamily Residentisals
{SFRIE evvonnmnsonnnsnnonnsosen . $1,785.00/D.U.
{B} ﬁﬁmmercxal - hvarag@ &a;ly Vehxcle ‘
: Trlp Enﬁ {Trip): ,a,,oa,ﬁqﬁ,.,o. $1?3 SﬁfTrip
(¢} Industrial - Average ﬁaily‘
Yahicle Trip End {Trip}..veessae. BLI7B.54/Trip
SECTION 3. Subsection 811.0240(h} of the San Bernardino
County Code is added to Chapter 2 of Rivision 11 of Title 8, to

Yead:

BIL.0240 gubject Arsas

{h} The Scouth/Bast Apple Valley Local Arsa Transportation

Facilities Plan is established as follows:

SOUTH/EAST APPLE VALLEY LOCAL AREA
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES PLAN
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Those portions of Sections 13, 14, 23 through 26, and 38,
Township & North, Range 3 West; Sections 15 through 36, Township
& North, Range 2 West; Sections 1 through 24, and 26 through 35,
Township % North, Range 2 West; Sections 1, 12, 13, 24, 2%, and
18, 17 through 36, Township 4 North, Range 3 West; Sections 3
through 10, 15 through 22, and 27 through 34, Township & Norih,
Range 2 West; Sections 3 through 8, Township 2 Horth, Rangs 2

lying within San Bernardino Base and Meridian, described as
follows:

BEGINNING at the northwest corner of said Bection 14, Township &
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Horth, Range 6 West; thence easterly along the north line of
Sections 14 and 13, of said Township and Range; and SBections 18,
17, 16, and 15, Township 6 Nerth, Range 2 West, a diztance of
§.0 miles to the northeast corney of said Section 18] thence
goutherly along the sast line of sald Bection 1%, a distance of
1.0 miles to the southeast corner of sald Section 15; thence

gasterly along the north line of Sections 23, and 24, of maid

Township and Range, a distance of 2.0 miles Lo the northeast
corner of sald Section 24; thence southerly along the sast line
of Sections 24, 25, and 3& of said Township and Range, 2
distance of 3.0 miles to the southeast corner of said Section
36 thence westerly along the south line of said Section 35, an
unknown distance to the northeast corner of Section 1, Township
% Horth, Range 2 West; thence scoutherly along the east line of
Seotions 1, 12, 13, and 24, a distance of 3.5 miles to the sast

- guarter covney of said Section 24, of said Township and Ravge:

thence westerly along the south line of the north half of said
Section 24, a distance of 0.5 miles to the center guarter corney

‘of maid Section 24; thence southerly aleng the east lines of the
 west half of said Section 34, 3 distance of £.5 miles to the

south guarter corner of said Section 24; thence westerly along
the south line of said Section 24, a distanvce of 0.5 miles to
the southwest cornsr of said section; thence southerly along the
sast line of Sections 26 and 35, of said Townzhip and Section, &
distance of 2.0 miles to the southeast corner of said Bection
35; thence westerly along the sovuth line of Sections 35 and 34,
of said Township and Range, a distance of 1.5 miles to the south
guarter corner of said Bection 34; thaence southerly along the
centarline of Sections 3, 10, 15, 22, 27, and 34, Township 4
North, Range 2 West; Section 3, Township 3 North, Range 2 West,

2 distance of 7.0 miles to the south gquarter corner of sald

Section 3, and the United States Forest Boundary; thence
westerly alonyg the south line of Sections 3 and 4, of said

rownship and Range, & distance of 1.5 miles to the southwest
eorner of said Ssotion 4; thence soutberly along the sast line

af Bection &, of said Township and Range, a distance of 1.0

‘miles to the southesst corner of said Section 8; thence westerly

along the south line of Sections 8 and 7, of said Township and

Range; Sections 12, 11, 10, %, 8, and 7, Township 3 Horth, Range

3 West, a distance of £.0 miles to the southwest corner of said
Section 7; thence northerly along the west line of Ssctionsg 7
and &, of maid Township and Range; Sections 31 and 30, Township
4 North, Range 3 West, a distance of 3.5 niles to the west
guarter corner of said Ssction 30; thence easterly along the
north line of the mouth half of said Section 30, a distance of
.25 miles ¢to the east line of the west 172, of the west 172
thersof; thence northerly along said sast line and the

prolongation thersof a distancs of 2.0 miles to the cesnter west

1/16 vorner of said Section 18; thence westerly alomg the south
line of the north 1/2 of said Sectien 18, a distasnce of 0.35

wileas to the wast guarter cornsy thereof; thence northerly along
the west line of said Section 18, a distance of 0.% miles to the

‘porthwest corner therasf; thenve esasterly along the north line

of Sections 18 and 17, of malid Township and Range, a distance of
2.0 miles to the northeast corner of said SBection 17; thence

oo




1 § southerly along the east line of sald Sectieon 17, a distance of
1.0 miles to the moutheast corner of sald Section 17; thence

2 | sasterly along the north line of Section 21, of said Township
and Range, & distance of 1.0 milesg to the northeast corner of

3§ gaid Ssotion 21; thence northerly along the west line of Bection
1%, of said Township and Range, 8 distance of 0.5 miles to the

4 | west guarter corner of said Section 1%; thence easterly along
the center line of salid Section 1%, a distance of 1.0 miles teo

5 § the east guarter corner of said Section 1%; thence northerly
along the west line of Sections 14, 11 and 2, of said Township
and Range, a distance of 2.0 miles to the west guarter corner of
said Section 2; thence esasterly along the north line of the
south half of zaid Section 2, a distance of 1.0 wilas to the
east guarter corner of said Section 2; thence northerly along
the west line of Section i, of said Township and Range;
Sections 386, 25, 24, 13, 12, and 1, Tounship % Horth, Range 3
Hest, a distance of 6.% miles to the northwest corner of said
Saction 1; thance sasterly along the north line of sald Ssction
108 1, an unknown distance to the southwest corner of SBection 36,
Township & Forth, Range 3 West, thence northerly along the west
118 line of said Section 3%, a distance of 1.0 nilex to the
northwest corner of sald Bection 36; thence westerly along the
12§ south ling of Bection 26 of said Township and Range, & diztanue
of 1.0 miles to the southwest corner of said Section 28&; thence
131 northerly along the vesterly line of Sections 2&, 23, and 14, of
said Township and Range, a distance of 3.0 miles to the north

14 I west corner of said Section 14 and to the POINT OF BBGINNING.

W@ w3

154 Containing 133.5 sguare miles, pore or less.
ig
SECTION 4. This crdinance shall take effect sixty (68)
174 dayve from the date of adoption.

is

i

Jo¥ . MIKELS, Chairman
56y Board of Supervisors
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SIGHED AND CERTIFIED THAT A COPY

OF THIS DOCUHERNT HAS BEEN DELIVERED

0 THE CHATRMAK OF THE BOARD
BARLENE SPROAT
Cleark of the Board of Supervisors
mf th@ cuunty of San, Barnarﬁin@

"32/4{‘,\‘!{ ‘( - (j{x’)/{x‘ﬂ/f
STATE OF ﬁ&&i?@ﬁﬁ&a 3
3 s,
COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDING 3

I, BARLENE SPROAT, CQlerk of the Board of Supsrvisors
@f the Caunty of San Bernardine, State of California, hereby
vertify that at a regular meeting of the Board of Bupervisors of
said County and Btate, held on March 3, 1993
a2t which mesting were present Supervisors: Marsha tmocel, Barbara
Craen Riordarn, Laryy Walker, Jon D. Miksls

and the Clerk, the foregoing ordinance was passed and adopted by
the following vote, to wit:

AYES: SUPERVISORS: Tuwronl, Riordan, Walker, Mikels

HOES: SUPERVISORS : None
ABSENT: SUPERVISORS: Faves

I¥ WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and
affixed the official seal of the Board of Supervizors this
ist day of March x 4883,

EARLENE SPROAT, Clerk of the
AFPROVED AS 10 DI N,

5:;5,/*}3“93

ErpsYe &
SUUNYY ooumers
NN

BY,




The Sﬂﬁ&hféﬁ&%&: dpple Valley Incal Aves Transportation Facilitiss Plan cewists of
sroroxcinately 133 sguare miles and is bounded by the San Bernardine Hationsl Porest
mmm, the tam of Apple Valley on the west, Piovwsr Road on the easbt, and
scbersis mwotherly for ope mils north of Jodmson Road on the noeth.  An estimated
12,200 adiitional rew residential homes can be built in the remainder of the area
schusive of the existing residentes,

The area south and esst of the Town of Apples Valley iz rapidly developing. The
existing road systen is marginally able to handle the existing traffic and will have
problens hardling the traffic capacity in the future. With the inovesse in the
mumber of pewits for new residewes issued in the last several years and the
articipated contined growth in the aves, the Increased traffic volumes will
ovarstress the existing rosd systeom of peved and graded dirt roads in the ares.

noveased traffic will lesd to increased travel times and decreased %lsvel of

vhroighout the area if no improvements ave made to the road system.

Tt can o loawey be sxpectsd that the major road improvemsrds rweded for the area
o be flly fundsd from the traditicewl reverwe sources thabt constructed the
soaristirey highway svstem ard street network. Supplemental funding scurces must be
m&wﬁiﬁ important oxponents of the County's trensportation rowd system are

trunted.  These reeded roads will provide relief to the existing merginal
oad facilitien and support orderly development in the future. Development Tees

prmet foe program has been prepared for considerstion, by the Bard of
Supmrvisors, based on the gwreral prirgiple that fdhuwre develcogment within the
desoribed barefit arsa will benefit £rom the construction of the
trameportation facilities plan and should pay for such facilities in proportion to
_ projected traffic demand attributed to each developmet.

%




%ﬁ&?ﬁi@%&bydw&ﬁmmmlmthMGf&m
it ramber of projected mew dally trip ends within the plan aea. Adjustwents
wore made to trip sads betwesn non-residential and residential land uses to reflect
the different lewvel of tripe generated by sach. The traffic study further indicated
thet certain roads will be impacted by throuwh trips origirating in the Tuoeme
valley Iocal Area Tramsportation Facilities Plan area. The "falr shave® owst
resiliting from this impact is proportionsd to each aress shave of the teaffic
m&ﬁ:ﬁ ad the costs adiusted accordingly.

The total new btrip ends atitriluted to new development within the plan avea is
projectad to be 131,431 trips. The total estinated cost to provide the nesded
fgeooaments is $34,883,300 and includes constyructing or widening of approscimatedy
84.1 miles of paved coudy roads, signalizing 22 intersections, oconstructing 4
railroad croswings, and 1 crossing of the Mojave River. Measure “I" will contribute
spproxinately 54,183,800 tovards the ooet of the projects. It is anticipated that

chirgy funds will further contribute approximately 20% of the costs for the
proderts resuliting in a total plan cost of $23,826,800. State msbtching fnds are
bamed on State oontributicos made in recent vears, as well as projections.  If,
however, State furding should no longer be available, recaloulation of the fees will
be meoessayy.

The resultant fees o fund the roposed Soully/Bast fpple Valley Ilcocal Area
neportation FPacilitiss Plan are recommended as followss

Bingle Pamily Residertial (SFR): £ 1,78%.00 / DU

Irdumtyrial and coemerciad langd use designations will requive special traffic shislies
ars} allow a wide variety of development intensities. Traffic impact fees will be
treated v a case by case basls supported by the individual land use progosals for
asch development based on $178.54 per trip.




Mymimwww%mmafmmmmmﬁmmmfmmmrm
facilities finsncing. All fees collected urder this program will be deposited into
accoarte specificslly for the constyuction of the Scath/Bast Apple Valley Local Aves
wanerrrtation Facilities Plan only. These fees will not be vsed to construch any
other voad fecility not expressly shown within sald South/Bast Arole Valley Looal
Avea Transportation Facilities Plan.




SOUTHEAST APPLE VALLEY
RANSPORTATION FACILITIES PLAT

PROJECT SUMMARY AND COSTS

AREA: 133 Square Miles
| Projected New |
Residential Dwelling Units: 12,200

ESTIMATED COSTS:

6 LANE ROADS: 10.0 Miles $ 3,587,900
4 LANE ROADS: 22.1 Miles $ 6,192,100
2 LANE ROADS: 52.1 Miles $ 16,500,000
22 SIGNALS (COUNTY SHARE) $ 4,083,300
4 RAILROAD CROSSINGS $ 520,000
BRIDGE $ 4,000,000
SUBTOTAL $ 34,883,300
LESS MEASURE "I" FUNDS $ {(4,183,800)
LESS ANTICIPATED STATE FUNDS $ (6,872,700)
TOTAL $ 23,87

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT FEE

Single Family Residential (SFR) $1,785.00/D.U.

Commercial and Industrial

Commercial and Industrial lond use designation will require special froffie studies
and alipw o wide voriely of devslopment infensities. Troffic impact fees will be

fregled on u cose by cose basis supported by the individunl froffic studies for
each development bosed on $178.54 per irip.




SOUTH/EAST APPLE VALLEY LOCAL AREA
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES PLAN
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SCHEDULE A

SOUTH/EAST APPLE VALLEY LOCAL AREA TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES PLAN
PROJECT PRIORITY LIST AND CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE

The plan pricsily list should De reviewed and updated periodically 1o account for

changes in devaopment activily, The recomymended ransporiation faciities plan

improveaments ara reflected below in the yewr the aciivity {L.e study, deasign,

sight—of—-way gequisition corgtruction, ste) will be started. Eaab projectis

ut‘tiQU@ and has a different time span for completion. Activities starting In vears
110 peflect the community’s choices for prioritization.

TOTAL BEASURE " STATE

ACTIVTY STARTING IN YEARS 1 -4 COST SHARE SHARE
JUMIPER DRIVE $&00,000 60,000 120,000
Memaory Lit 1o Reep Creek Rd.

Constuct 8 Lane Rogd

ACTRATY STARTING IN YEAR S

MEMORY LN $200,000 $20,000 $40,000
Of Francesco Bd: 1o Jurdper D,

Construct 2 Lo Road

AUTIVITY STARTING IM YEAR S

JSHUA ROADR 187,500 $15,860 E37.8500
Standing Rock Road o SH. 18

Construgt 4 Lane Road

AUTRATIES STARTING IM YEAR 10

MILBAS DRIVE

Tugsing Banch Road to Santa Rosa Bd. $800,000 $86,000 B1685,000
Sormtruct 2 Lans Road _
Construct 2 Lang Raiboad Crossing $40.000 B0 &0
FUTURE PROJECTS

1. BTATE HIGHBWAY 18 83,822,200 &292.200 $584., 300
Jdoshug Boad io Pionaser Road

Widen o 8 Lanes

Sigrmatat el Ory Road $125,000 $12,500 $28, u‘{}\}
Signal of Bew Valiey Cuwf 125,000 $12,500 $238,00
Signat ot Lagune Saca Drive $125,000 $12,500 &25.1 3{?(*

2. DESERT ViEW BOAD
Mipas Drive 0 Ploneer Boad
Widern to 4 Lanes

3. JOSHUA BOAD
al 8.H. 13 10 Bear Valley C*szf
Corstruct 4 Lane Road

Sigraal at BH. 18

3E665,700

$133,100




) Baar Valley Cuiolf to Daf Lk Road
VWicers 1o 4 Lanes

Signat at Bear Vatley Gutoff

Signat st Nisgually Rd.

Signal st Del Oro B,

o} Catuiils Board o Standing Rock RBoad
Construet 2 Lane Boad
Signal st Standing Bock Road

df Wren Straet to Tussing Banch Road
Corstruct 2 Lars Boad
Signat ot Tussing Ranch Boad

o) South Bd. o Waslew Rd.
Congtruct 2 Lang Rosd

B&ignat at Ramorns Avense

4, DEEP CREEX RQAD

Tussirg Banch Aoad ke Bock Springs Road
Widen o4 Lanes

Constiuct 4 Lane Overhead Rallrpad Crossing

5. CENTRAL ROAD

Dot Oro Road o Tussing Banch Road
Widen 1o 4 Lanes

Signat at Tussing Ranch Road

&, MILPAS DRIVE

Teton Boud to Tussing Ranch Road
Widen to 4 Lanes

Signal &l 5.H.18

Bignat ot Del Oro Road

Sigread at Tussing Ranch Road

7. BEAR VALLEY CUTOFF
Joshiug Bosta BH. 18
Widen o 3 Lanes

8. EL ORG BOAD

a} Central Road to Joshua Road
Construst 4 Lane Road

Sigred st Gentrat Rosd

0 Mitpas Orive to 8.4 18
Construct 4 Lane Road

cidoshua Road to Mipas Road
Cortraant 2 Lane Road

TOTAL
SO8T
$187,500

$1285,000
$124,000
$250,000
$250,000

135,000

5

128,000
§260, 000

$128,000

$125.200

$33G,000

$40, 000

F125.000
BA5G,000
BTEG.000
§125.000

$250,000
$250,600

$250,000

BEUG, 000

£750,000

MEASURE *I°
SHARE
393,300
F12.500
$12,500
$235.000
$60,600
$12.500
$12,800
F25.000

512,500
12500

«

$33.000

50

$12,500

$25,000

F12.500
325,000
£25.000

$75.000

BTATE
SHARE
$37,500

$25,000
$25,000
$56,000
550,000
F28 00U

Ol
g2

000

n

$50,000

$285,08(

(o

750,000

F150000
$25,000

$50.000
50,000

250,000

R100,000

55,000

F160.000

$150,000



8. TUS%N% RANCH ROAD

4} Deep Cresk Road to Kowa Road
t.,cm‘zmm 4 Lane Road {County Share}
Sigred ar Desp Graek Road

& Cordra} Boad to Milpas Drive
Constuct 4 Lane Road {County Sharg)
Signat at Valiey Vista Avg.

10, ROOK SPRINGS ROAD

Depg Creak Rogd to End

Construct $ Lang Road {County Sharg)
Signat at Desp Urosk Road

Construct Bridge 8t Mojave Biver Crossing

11, JOHNSON BOAD
Swntral Boad o Mipay Dyive
Construct 2 Lana Foad

120 CAHMBILLA ROAD
Laguna Seca Boad to Canyon View Road
Construct 2 Lane Boad

13. RAMONA AVENUE
Joshpa Road (o Japatyf Road
Constuct 2 Lane Road

14, BSQUALLY BD.
Joshiug Boad to §.H. 18
Qonsiruct 2 Lane Road

15, QLOTHLO WAY
aj Navejo Road 1o Centesf Road
Corstruct 2 Lane Road

&} Valley Vista Rogd o Bowen Handli Bd,
Constpuct 2 Lo Boad

16, ROUND UP WAY
atfonita Vista Road to Valley Vista Avenue
Construct 2 Lane Road

o} Vatioy Vista Averis o Milpas Dove
Corstruct 2 Lane Road

17. KIQWA ROAD
Sowntts of Rock Springs #d to Sparraw Bd.
Bignat at.Ueep Cresk Buad

18. SPARROW BOAD
Kiowa Road (o Desp Sresk Rd,
Cupgiract 2 Lane Road

TOTAL

COSY

$166,800

i

FRGRELE
51,820,006
250,000
$775,300
$280,000

34,000,000

1,225,000

4

L‘

50,000

o

B250.000

$280,000

$2506.000

$250,000

$125,000

$1.000,000

500
Ra.8:8]

3 %3
PS B
W Q2
C.\' Q

$-\-‘O Gf:}ﬁ

MEASURE ¥

SGHARE

£400,000

\AM\) (g(} ﬁ
$400,000

E75.000

F25,000

$28, 00

355,500

$100,000

$80,000
$25.000

STATE
SHARE

$32,400
28,000
$324, 0011

£50.000
165 100

$5Q,000
$800,000

B153,000

$50,000

£50,000

350,000

FI5, 0430

$200,000

120,000
Fo0.000

$50.000










19. ESAWES AVE.
Joshus B 1o Japetd Rd
Corstrust 2 Lane Road

o0, BOMITA VISTA STREET
Tussing Ranch Road to Rowrdup Way
Conswoct 2 Lans Road

Canstruct 2 Lang Raifroad Crossing

2%. VALLEY VISTA AVENUE
Tussing Sanch Road to Rourwdup Way
Cemstruct 2 Lans Road

Constraet 2 Lane Rairoad Crossing

22 JAPATUL ROAD
3} Cahuilia Boad to Starding rock Road
Tonstiuct 2 Lane Rosd

b} Feaws Ave o Tussing Ranch Road
Construct 2 Lane Road

Signat t B.H. 18

Signal at Bear Yalley Cutolf

Sigred at Tussing Ranch Road

23, LAGLINA SECA ROAD
3} Sending Fock Road o Kenneth Way
Cronstruct 2 Lane Road

0 S.H. 18 o Def Oro Road
Construct 2 Lane Road

o} Worth end of fandfiff to Coyole L
Cematinet @ Lans Boad

24. LAGUNA SECARD.
Bvar Yaliey Cultoff o mountain
Construct 2 Lang Road

28, MILPAS DRIVE
Johnson Boad o "New” Rogd
Construct £ Lana Hoad

26, BOWEN RANCH ROAD
Cloovfin Way o Coxey Truck Trall
Construct 2 Lang Road

27. NAVAIO RO
Rouradup Way o boundary
Construct @ Lane Hoad

28, *WEW® ROAD
Mitpas Dr. to Oldenburg Rd.
Conatruxt 2 Lane Road

TOTAL
COST

$1,125,000

125,000
$250,600
$250.000

$120,000

Bag, 000

480,000

$500,000

$HOG, TR

$4043,000

$404,000

MEASURE

SHARE

$28,000

$60.000

0
4
~
3

b
5

&>
<

$37.500

$112,500
12,500
50040
8,600

&% &3 D -

o
2

$12,000
$40 00

$48.000
$580,000

64,008

$40,000

STATE
SHARE

$54:,000

FI20.000

$0

PPE000
§0
BTEG00
$225,000
253810

$50,000
350,000

F24.000

RIIREGE

396,000

$100,000

-

26,000

g

$75,000

£80,060

$80,000
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ETHH/EAST APPIE VALIEY LOCAL ARER TRANSPORTATION FACIIITIES WAY
RETATTONSHIPD BETWEEN YEE AND DEVELOPMENT PROPERTY

The method for determining the fee per dwelling wnit (BU) and commercial/industrial
per gross leasabde sguare Ffeet (GISF) was to first establish the cost per new trip and
they corwert that to a cost pey U or cost per GISF.

mm;mmmmmmemmwmmmmmm
ﬁmﬁi};mg wnits and compercial/industrial units per GISF was dbbained from indformation
weekained in the South/Bast Aople Valley area model preparved by Besmsciven-Dernell, Inc.
(BOTY and in the Transportation Depactment, Traffic Division, land develcgment files.
FPubure dwelling unit estimation is based on ewisting land use from the adopted County
Geneyal Plan.
PLAN ARER TRIP CENERATION

Resmidential:  Por simgle family detached residertial {single family residential}) (8FR)
the TIB recorenisd average of 10 trips per unit was used. Bused on that informetion,
12,200 SFR m are projectad within the plan avrea. Comercial/Industrial: Cowmercial
land uses within the plan area have bad treific gensrator factors introduced to accmnt
for a mummation of diverbed links, passerby, ard indhuced trips as follows:

Acves of zored oomercial =

ﬁmw @f zemed regional xmtrml (IR} = 1,310, other industyial = 105
ntacge of grosx leasable sguare fest {GiSF} in an acre = 28%

zmmmm of Transportation Engiresrs (TTE) trips based on 1,000 GISP

I8 rate per 1,000 GISP {(Commercial) = 24.5 trips

ITE rate per ACRE for Industrial {except IR) = 30 trips

Irduced trip peroertage (Commercial) = 20%

Ihced trip percentage industrial (except IR) = 70%

Using the sbove informetion and the ITE Trip Generation Manual the fcﬂlmm calculations
were mecke:

Single Pemily Residential (SFR)
12 200 U ¥ 10 tyips per [0 w 323,00
comercial (OOH) txips
’8?5 ac. ¥ 43,560 wifac X .26 GISF / 1000 X 34.5 X .2 = 7,424
*Tnchustrial (m} trips: 1,310 ac X 1.4 tripgfac = 1,834
#thee Industrial trips: 105 ac X 30 trips/ac X .7 = 2,195
Total fee trips = 133,453

* Industorial and commercial lard use @eslgnatmm will reguire spacial traffic studies
and allow a wide variety of devalcgment intensities. The caloulations shusey shove are
for estimating total fee trips and for establishing a unit cost per trip. Actual traffic
tmpact fees for industrial and coemercial land uses will be detearmined by the indivisual
Iarwd use peoposals,

The cost estimate as shown on the "Southy/Fast Apple Valley local Arew ‘Transportation
Facilities Flan Cost Petimate® iz $23,828,500.

Cost per trip = $23,826,800 = 3178.54 per trip
133,453

Comtn ware distributed to the varicus residertial land use categories based on trip
geaeration tables and passerby informstion from TTR.

SFR at 10 trips/tu 10 X $178.%4 = $1,785.00 per MU



South/East Apple Valley
Sample Commercial Trip Generations

1. Supermarket (High) = 15{}:11;3:
{Sach as Vons, 100087
Sinter Bros.)
Assurming 100 X 100 + 1508ips

floorsize = 100008720 = 1 500 brips

1000R°
applying induced ip adjustment facior of €0%:
1,500 X 2 = 308 tips

FEE: $178.54/ip X 300 brips = $53. 863

34 Strips
2. Standard Commercial Office (Medium) = -
. { 1000R)
{Such 8 acuounting, insurancse,
oy sitorney offices)

Agsuming 45 X 48 .
floorsize = 2,02502 2420108
oot = 70 trips

appiving induced ip adjustment factor of 20%:
70 X .2 = 14 trips

FEE: $178.54/trp X 14 tips = §2.500

3. Spadgity Store Low) = Strips
{Such as shoe repalr, 10008°
hoddsy shop, of
flotist
Amsurning 40° X 3% e
floor size = 1,400R%. 2005, ,
oot © 4 2 trips

appliving induced tip adjustment factor of 20%:
42X 2~ 84 tips

FEE: $178.54fip X B4 trips = $150




South/East Apple Valley
Sample Industrial Trip Generations

TYRICAL INDUSTRIAL USES:

1. indusivisl Park ¢high): 63 Wrinsfacre

Applying inducad frip adjustment factor of 70%:
83 fripsfacre X .7 = 44 fripsiacre

A A AN

2. Marnufacturing {mediumy: 38 trips/acre
Applying induced tip adjustmant facter of 70%:

38 tipsiacre x .7 = 27 tips/acre
27 Kips/acre x $178.544rp = §4821acre

3. Geners! Meawy Industrial dow): 7 trips/acre
Appiying Induced Hrip adjustment factor of 70%:

7 tripslacre x 7 = 5 tipsiacre
§ tripsfgcre x $178 54/4rp = $88¥acre

ROCK QUARRY AND MINING iNQUSTR%AL LUBES:

Typically very low rafiic generalions. Estimated from exisfing quarry and mining
opearations.,

4. Rock Chuairy or Ming (Mery Low): 1.4 tripsfacre

1.4 tips/acre x $178.840rip = $350/acre




This report adiresses the transportation needs and impact on the existing rosd
systen in the unincorporated area southeast of the Town of Apple Valley, which can
be predicted as development ooours within the avea.

’me mﬁgf}%@t Mpple Valley Plan area consists of approxdmately 133 sgoare miles
of unincorpovated area of San Bernaxdine Courdy gersxally boundsd by the San
Berrardine Batiorml Forsst on the south, the town of Apple Valley on the west,
Pioresr Road on the east, and exterds northerly one mile north of Johrnson Road.

T%w area iz ewperiencing rapid growth and the nesded transportation facilities
cannod be fully fAunded throagh treditional revenue sources. Supplemental funding
seurces mst be ﬁev&lmﬁ if the major components of an adeguate toarspeactation

7 copstruched. & study of the existing transportation needs and
rrodected futurs m@ac:m was prepared by the fim of Basmacivan-Derrell, Inc. (8L},
The shudy clearly shows the nead to uporade the sparse two lang poved roads ard
several existing dirt roads to current gtardards for County maintenance.

Traditional funding sources for mairdainding and comstructing Coambty roads are
derived alwost entively foom highway user taxes and fees. COther sawoss include
federal ard state ald, fine and forfeitures, grants and reimbursements.  These
sourtes are not sufficient to fund the recessary lmprovemsnts to the rosd syshem
o acoowedste growth.  This plan is a pechanise for finsmcing Ispeoverents for
trarsportation needs crested by anticipated fulure development.

In 19888 the wobters of San Bernarddine Conty approved 8 half-vent sales tax o
imgrove the county's transportation system. Enown as Measure I, the funds
Q’W‘b&d by the sales tax are designated to relisve ewistingy deficiencies in the

ransportation system. Soame of the projects identified in the traffic study for
fubture growth were alsoe recogmized in the Measure ®I% progran as locations begimning

1




to have delays, indicating these locations woald be further msgatively inpactad by
greasth.

The satingted mmmwww 1% for the SoantvEast Apple Valley

deducted From Schedule PAY and the costs estimates. Messure W9
funds can be uzed to caplete the Inprovements recessary to relieve existing traffic
corgestion, increase public safety, bmprove air quadity, and in conjunction with
contributions from the developer fee program & project can alse acowmodsta future
traffic ispacts. It should be noted that the extent of the improvement to mitigate
WmemmmmiMWmmwm"r‘
Inproversrds.

During the past yeasrs, the State has maintained a program for matching logal
corbributions on road prodjects.  For the papose of estimating the project ccets
a State conbribution of 20% of the total project has been included. If State
furding shogld no loger be available, recalculation of the oost estimates ard
resulting fees will e necossary.

Bamsi on & meview of the exmtmg Assessorts Office information, United States
Seological Survey topographical mapping, aerisl photos, and the soristing land use
from the current County Garswal Plan, it is projected that appeowimatsly 12,200
residential lobts will be developed ard approximately 25 acves are svallable for
coaperoial Jdevelopmant., Within the plan area approsdimately 1,415 acres arve
desigrated as industrial land use. This ocprises primarily wmining opevations.
For the parposs of estimeting trips for fee caloulations this mwas trips were

patteened after similar existing nining operations vhich contribute velatively few
trips on the road network.

ARER FLaN

A praliminary proagram was identified by staff and presented to the comamity at a
sevien of committee and public meebings. Some $34,883,300 in two lang, four lane,
and six lane roads, signals, and railroad and viver orossings were identified. The
included projects are the minimal Inmprovements deemed recsswary to poovide the
commnity with a transportation system to adenuately meet the basic needs of the

P



futtre 12,200 single family residential units (SFR}, approximsdaly 95 acres of
commercial develagment, and 1,415 acres of industrial development, of which 1,310
aoves are designated regional industrial (IR} and 405 acres are desigmated other
comsaanity industrial.

Dirvect public irmgut was yveceived from aves property owners and threewh a seriss of
meetings during the dewelopmert of the plan. Development patterns and the
copprmiityts desires wers a major elemsrt in desigratingg the priovities for the first
five years of the progream based on anticipated reverues. The priovity listing in
Schadule A shoald be reviewsd and wdated periodically to match inprovements with
grewth in the plan arsa. The Bullding and Safety Deparimant norsally adds a $25.00
charge for fes collection.

generabed costs were distribated to the anticipated land uses based
on the trips por lard use sz defined in the "Ingtitute of Transportation Enginesrs
Trip Cenerstion Marmal” and the existing land use factors for the South/Fast Apple
Valley arsa. Trip genseation was compubted at 10 trips per day for single family
residerdial, 3.5 trips per 1,000 gross lessable square feet for oommercial, 1.4
trips por sove for regiomal industrial, and 30 trips per scre for other industrial
Jand uses.

The ¢ w'ja £ gt

Coomercial developments arve largely dependerd upon attracting husiress within the
plan area. It iz recxxpized, however, that a porbtion of the trips to the vamercial
aveas will be Induced traffic from cutside the plan axes, such 88 necessary sexvice
and smugply vehicles., Since the commercial areas are supported bw the residential
coymmanity in widch they serve an adjustment factor has bean used in an effort to
insre that the teips gerwerated as a result of the commercial attraction are g
being excessively charged.

For the oumercial land use avess traffic generator factors have been adjusted for
passerly trips based on the ITE Twaffic Cenesrstion - 5th Bdition (published in
1251y, This adiustwent reflects anticipated driver behavior and consists of a
sumsation of diverted lirks, passerdy, and induced trips deemed sporopriate to the
development ares, Conmervial development shall have the opporbunity to sulwmit for

3




approval an irdependent traffic study, prepared by a traffic engimer, estimating
the anticipated traffic fros a development. If it is agreed that the twip
gensration rates are different than the averages used in this veport, the fees will
be bhased on the cost pey trip.

The vast madjority (93% - 1,310 acyes) of industrial lend use in the plan consists
of mining sreas which are zored as regional industyial (IR). Because mining
wations ave very different from novmal traffic pattesns, this land use categoey
was considered to have a low ooetribution of trips. The regiomal Industrial (IR)
land use will be charged by the anticipated mader of aversge daily trips generabed
by the development built in this land use area multiplied by the cost per tyip.
iz ramber will be determirsd by individual traffic studies regulred for sach
Jevelogment.

.,

fpprocimately 105 acves of other industrial is contained within the plan houwdary.
Thiz land use Sesigration will reqguire special traffic studies and allow a wide
varisty of developmand intensities. Tmaffic lmpact fess will be treated on a vase
by case basis supported by individual traffic studies for sach develcpmert. The
drdustrial land use will be charged the oost per trip multipliad by the anticipeted
mmber of avernge daily tripe generated by the development and adjusted by the
induced trip pero "

pospncdpe

I exsopde of the methodology in determining the industrial fee can be shown with
a typical warmfacturing facility. Menufecturing is under the "medlun®™ cabegory (39
trips/ac) based on the Ingtitute of Traffic Fngin (IXE) Traffic Geveration -
_Sth Bdition {published in 1991).

39 tripsfacre X .7 = 37 tripslacre
27 trips/acre X S17B8.54/trip = $4,B21/acre

CERERTTY REVITM

Direct pblic irput was received from arsa property owners ard through a series of
maatings during the development of the plan. County Comsel has reviesed the
veports and prepared the reguirved ordinances on Jamiary 13, 1923, The plan was
preserted before the Developmerd Advisory Coomities on Ochober 20, 1992 and the
Plarmndrny Coamissicn on Ootober 22, 1992,
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On Pebruary 22, 1993 the Transportation/Flood Cortrol Department will bring forth
to the Posrd of Supsrvisors, for thelr comsideration, a Fee Ordinance and related
sctions for transportation facilities in the commmnity of Bouth/Bast Apple Valley.
Thewe Socumerds are on file with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors.

R IR ENIAL ABIEELS

The preliminery erviromsotal description forms for the ldentified transpurtation
facilities plan were submitted to the lard Management Deparbment, Erwivosesital
Snalysis Division, for review and provessing. It wes deterwmined thet the South/Bast
&pple Valley Looml Aves Transportation Facilities Plan woild not have a significant
ervircewendal lmpact on the oommunities in the area. 3 Negative Declavetion of
Brwicormental Drpect for this plan has been prepared for approval by the Soard of



SOUTH/EAST APFLE VALLEY LOCAL AREA
TRAMSPORTATION FACILITIES PRELIMINARY PLAN

COST ESTIMATES

PART I —~ ROADS
& LANE RGADS

STATE HIGHWAY 18 fess Lucernse share)
Joghug Road to Fioneey Road

2, DESERT ViEW ROAD fless Lucerna share)
Milpas Drive 1o Ploneer Roadd

SUBTOTAL

4 LANE RQADS

JOAHUA ROAD fess ﬂ«npie Yalley share}
& Standing Rock Rosd 1o S8.H. 18
b, S(H. 18 to Bear Yalley Cudoff
2. Bear Valley Cuoft o Del Qro Road

2. DEEP CREEK ROAD {lass Luceme share)
T asing Ranch Road o Rook Springs Road

3. CENTRAL BOAD {ess Apple Vallay share)
Ded Oro Road © Tusamg Ranch Road

4. WLPAS DRIVE
Teton Road o Tussing Ranch Road

§. BEAR VALLEY CUTOFF {less Lucerne share)

Joshua Road 1o 5. 18

&, DEL ORQ ROAD
@ Centrad Foad 1 Jushua Road
b. Milpas Drive o 8.4 18

7. TUSSIMG BANCH ROAD
fLess Lucarme and Agpls Valley share)
a. Deep Creak Road 1o Kiowa Raoad
b, Central Road (o Milpas Driva

8. ROCK GPRINGS ROAD (less Lucerms share)

Deep Creek Road (o B

SUBTOTAL

LENGTH
(MILES)

8.5

iy

10.0

P
R wl el

<
o

Y

1.0
1.8

B e
2o )

2.0

22.1

ROAD MEASURE =P
CQsY SHARE
$2,922,200 262,200
SHE5 Tou $88 600
$3,587,900 $358,800
$187,6860 $18,8G0
$500.000 $50,000
F187 5 $93.300

$330,000

$750,000

F250,000

$500,000
SROGOD LH0

$166,800
$1.620,000

$775.200

6,192,100

r, O‘:}’v‘

$224,000

525 (D

$50,000
3800300

$140,100
$162,000

$400.000

$1.288,700

STATE
SHARE (20°%)

$584,400

$717. 500

LNC ke
$106,000
$37.500

$68,000

$25.000

$180,000

$50.000

$100,000
$180,000

F33 800
F324,000

$155,100

1,238,500



2 LANE ROADS

1. JOMNSON ROAD
Centrat Road to Milpas Drive

2. CAHUILLA RDAD
Lagura Seca Road to Canyon View Foad

3, BAMONA AVENUE
Joatua Road o Japatut Road

A MISQUALLY RD.
Joshua Road o S 18

5. DEL ORO ROAD
Joshua Road o Milpas Road

&, OCOTILLO WAY
a. Navaip Road o Centrat Road
b, Valley Vista foad o Bowear Ranch Rd.

7. ROUMD UP WAY
o Borita Visia Road to Yalley Visia Averus
b. Valley Vista Avenue 1o Milpas Drive

g, KiOwa ROAD
South of Rock Springs Rd. 1o Sparraw Rd.

g, BRARROW ROAD
Kiowa Road o Deep Creek Rd.

10. ESAWS AVE.
Joshua R, o Japawt Rd.

11, JOSHUA ROAD fleas Apple Valiey share)
4. Cahuilia Road t© Standing Rock Road
b, Wran Sest o Tussing Ranch Road
¢. South Rd. 1o Waalew Rd.

12, BURITA VISTA STREET
Tussing Ranch Road to Roundup Way

13, VALLEY VISTA AVENUE
Tussing Ranch Road o Roundup Way

14, JAPATUL ROAD
a. Cahuilta Road to Standing rock Road
b, Esaws Ave. to Tussing Ranch Road

15, LAGURA SECA ROAD
a. Standing Ruck Foad 10 Kenneth Way
f. .4, 18 0 Det Oro Road
e, Korth end of fandfill o Coyota Dr.

16, LAGUNA SECARD.
Bear Vaitey Cutoft (o mountain

LENGTH
(MILES)

3.0

1.0

1.0

3.0

oy
o O

[V 4}

oo

oo
e}

~ b 1Y o~ -
(R [REERRY o]

e
w

ROAD
COSTY

$1,228,000

R7E0, 000

$250,000

$250,600

F750,000

$250.000
$250,000

$125,000
$1,000,000

F600,000

250,000

3250,000

$250,000
3125,08

$125,000

FHOO,000

$375.000

$375,000
$1,128,000

$120,000
F400,000
$480,000

&500,000

MEASURE *F
SHARE

$25,0060

$25 000
&25.000

$55,500

$100,000

FB0,000

B25.000

525,000

$60,000
512,500
B2 500

TEO,G0

$37 500

337,500
$4118,500

$12.000
B0, 000
F48,00Q

$50,600

STATE
SHARE {20%)

$245,600

$150.000

350,000

350,000

$150,000

856,000
RED,0040

$2%,000
200,000

F124,000

50,000

350,000

$50,000
$25.800
$25 000

$120,000

§75.000

$75,000
225,000

224,000
F30,000
$06,000

$104,000



LENGTH  ROAD MEASURE ™Y STATE

{(MILES} COaY SHARE SHARE (20%)
17, MILPAS DRIVE

a. Tussing Ranch Road t© Santa Bosa Rd. 2.0 $300,000 $80,000 $180,000

b Johnson Foad 1o "New' Road 1.5 SEOOL00 £50.000 $120,080
18, BOWEMN RANCH RCQADR

Dootilio Way © Coxey Truck Trail 1.5 $375,000 $37.500 $75,660
19, NAVAJSO RQ.

Roundup Way 1o houndaty 1.0 $400,000 $40.600 %$80,000
20, "NEW® ROAD

sitpas D, to Oldentigg Rd. 1.0 $400,000 FA0,00Q $303,000
24 QLDENBURG BOAD

New® B o Cahuila Rd. 2.5  $1,000,000 £4030,000 $200,000
42 O FRANCESCQ RD.

Sparrow Fd. 0 Pledmont Rd. 1.5 FHGG.000 $503,000 3420000
23, MEMORY LN,

i Francesco R, o Juniper D 3.5 GGG, 000 $24.,000 £40,000
24, PIEDMONT DR,

™ Francesco Rd. to Deep Creek RS, 1.7 §700000 $75.000 190,800
25, RIVERVIEW RD.

Ot Francesco Bd. 1o Cobble Hill Rd. 0.8 2300000 430,000 $60,000
26, QORBLE HiLL RD.

miverview Rd. 1o Sparrew Rd. 0.3 100,600 $10,000 $20.000
o7, JLMHPER DR

Memary Ln. to Deep Creek Rd. 1.5 $800,000 $E0,000 $120.000
SUBTOTAL 52 0 $16,500,000 $1,728,000 $3,300,008

TOTALS 84.1 $26.280,000 13375500 $5,255,000



PART H-TRAFFIU SIGNALS

1. Joshua Read @ Standing Bock Road (1/2 share)
2. Joshus Road @ Bamona Avenue {1/2 share)
3. Joshua Road @ S.H. 18 (1/3 share)

4. Joshuz Road @ Nisqually Rd. {1/2 share}

5. Joshua Road & Besw Valley Cutof] {1/2 share)
&. Joshua Road @ Del Oro Road

7. Joshus Boad @ Tussing Ranch Rosd

8. Central Road @ Tussing Ranch Road

8, Japatul Road @ S.H. 18 {(1/2 share)

10, Japatut Foad & Bear Valley Cuiolf

11, Japatul Road @ Tussing Ranch Boad

1€. Tussing Ranch Road & Vallsy Vista Avenue
13, 8.H. 38 @ Dol Oro Road {1/2 share)

14, §.H. 18 @ Bear Valley Cutolf {1/2 shars)

18, 8. M. 18 @ Laguna Seca Drive {1/2 share}

15, Milpas Drive @ S.H. 18 {1/2 share}

17. Milpas Drive @ Del Oro Road

18. Tussing Ranch Road & Desgp Crsek Road {1/2 share)
18. Rack Springs Road @ Deep Creek Road

20. Dol Oro Road @ Central Boad (1/2 share)
21. Milpas Drive @ Tussing Ranch Road

22. Klows Fosd ® Tussing Ranch R,

SIGNAL TOTALS

COST
$125,000
$125,000

$83,300
$125,000
$125,000
$250,000
$250,000
$250,000
$125,000
$250,000
$250,000
$250,000
$125,000
$125,000
$125,000
$125,000
$250,000
$128,000
$250,000
£250,000
$250,000
$250,000

$4,083,300

MEASURE "
SHARE

$12,500
312,500

$8,300
$12,500
$12,500
$28,000
$25,000
$25,000
$12,500
$28,000
325,000
$28,000
%12,500
$12,500
$12,500
$12,500
$28,000
$12.500
$25,000
$25 000
$25,000

£408,300

STATE
SHARE {20%)

$25,000
$25,000
$16,700
$25,000
$25,000
$50,000
$50.000
$80,000
$25,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000
$25,000
$25,000
525,000
$28,000
$50,000
$28,000
$50,000
$50,000
$50,000

£818,700




PART Hi-RALROAD CROSSINGS CO8T MEASURE "I STATE
SHARE SHARE {(20%)

1. DEER CREEK ROAD

4 inne overhesd crossing @ 32 mithon

20 % participation with P.U.G. 3$400,000 30 S0

2. MILPAS DRIVE
2 lang crossing
20% panicipstion with PG, $40,000 30 30

3. VALLEY VISTA AVENUE
# lane crossing
20% participaton with PG, F40 00K &0 $G

4. ROMITA \ASTA RD.
2 lane Crossing

20% participation with P.ULC. $40,000 30 o
RAILROAD CROSSING TOTALS $520,000 g0 30
PART iV BRIDGE

Majave River Crossing 2t Rock Springs Rd. $4,000,000 $400,000 £800,000
TOTAL PART 1 ~ RCADS $26,280,000

TOTAL PART 2 — SIGNALS $4,083,300

TOTAL PART 3 — RAILRCAD CROSSINGS $520,000

TOTAL BART 4-BRIDGE 3,000,000

LESS ANTICIPATED STATE CONTIRUTION (36,872,700}

LESS ANTICIPATEDR MEASURE o SONTRIBUTION {54,183 800}

TOTAL COST OF FEE PLAN $23,826,800




SOUTHEAST APPLE VALLEY
ANSPORTATION FACILITIES PL/

PROJECT SUMMARY AND COSTS

AREA: 133 Square Miles
Projected New
Residential Dwelling Units: 12,200

ESTIMATED COSTS:

E':%:, N

5,587,300

& LANE ROADS: 10.0 Miles $
4 LANE ROADS: 22.1 Miles $ 6,192,100
2 LANE ROADS: 52.1 Miles $ 16,500,000
72 SIGNALS (COUNTY SHARE) $ 4,083,300
4 RAILROAD CROSSINGS $ 520,000
BRIDGE $ 4,000,000
SUBTOTAL $ 34,883,300
LESS MEASURE "I FUNDS $ (4,183,800)
LESS ANTICIPATED STATE FUNDS $ (6,872,700)
TOTAL $ 23,826,800

PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT FEE
Single Family Residential (SFR) $1,785.00/D.U.

Commercial and Industrigl

Commaercial and Industricl lond use designalion will require special traffic sludies
and ollow o wide variely of development infensities. Traffic impoet fees will be
treated on o case by case bosis supperfed by the individual troffic studies for
euch development bused on §178.54 per irip. .
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